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ip Rosenberg

168 Franklin St. Ext.
Danbury. CT 06811

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBIL is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with & peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress, Lawmakers, after extensive deliberatians, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by regquiring a master key to our persaonal communications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even raque government agents to access our persanal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internmet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Philip Rosenberg
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Timothy Dicks

S64 Plymouth Rocad
Hillside. New Jersey 07205

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael?! Powel!
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

wWashington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this regquirement is necessary. Llangstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephale far Taw enforcement te lack thraough,

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can <ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogque government agents to access our persanal communicatiaons. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet cowmunication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Timothy Dicks
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Frank Garey \\\\ -
11076 Mulgrave Rd. .

San Diego, ca 92131 \

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SWw

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Paowell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicatiaon services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance, The FBI is going far beyond these sxisting
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arogund
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this regquirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources Yike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment 15 <¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppase the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I 1ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Frank Garey
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Mary Gi

734 San Rafael
Stanford, CA 34305

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 {12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going Far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the gavernment reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole For law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful bhalance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

1 laook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mary Gi11
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James R, Miles

729 Rockland Dr
West Palm Beach,, FL 33405

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct suyrveillance., The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a pesphole for law enforcement to loaok through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Llawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI <an collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persoral communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

James R. Miles
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Richard Nevins

11 Verbena Ct
San Rafael, CA 34903

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 29554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am wriring to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that al!l new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping a:zcess.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems argund
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enfarcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run argund
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haow
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communicatians, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents  to access our perscnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolsgies should have built-=in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Richard Newins




o

Louls Esposito
415 N. Spaulding Ave, Apt. C
Los Angeles, CA 30036

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond thess existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent af the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jlaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is ¢regating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this cort af backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolpgies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Louis Esposito
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Gregg Roberts

3005 Faitrway Hil)
Austin, TX 78750

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
4435 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my apposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after ewtensive deliberations, set up boundaries For how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents te access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Gregg Roberts
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Cassandra Lista

4120 Whistier Avenue
Santa Rosa, Califarnia 95407

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissien
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying ta force the industry to actually build 1ts systems arocund
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new hemes be built with a peephole far law enforcement ta look thraough.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end~run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves or
eéven rogue government agents tp access our personal <communications. Past
gefforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have nat been successful and
only <reated a rich aopportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

1 Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Cassandra B. Lista
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A.JIM GRIMM

349 Crooks Rd.
Clawson, MI 48017

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
fFederal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SWw

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

1 do not believe this requirement is necessary, Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance, The FBI is going Ffar beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Llawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persgnal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that gur new Internet communication technologies should have pbuilt—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing yaour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

A.J.GRIMM
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Thora CGuinn

1508 Roma NE
Albuguerque, NM 87108

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do rot believe this requirement is necessary. Llonastanding laws already
require Internet Service Praviders and Internet teiephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivaient of the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very cencerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberatjons, set up boundaries far how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persanal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents  to access our personal commupications, Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich appartunity for hackers.

Once agqain, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

1 Yook Forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Thora Guinn
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132 24th Ave. E.
Seattle, WA 98112
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Adam Fala

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individuai, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the #BI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the gavernment requiring all
néw homes be built with a peephole for taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatiaons. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Adam Faja
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Mansoor Khan

23 Georgiana Dr
Cumberland, RI 02864

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel)
Federal communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole For law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run araund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBIL s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 15 creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built=-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mansoor Khan
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pDavid Rogers

1535 Hazelwood Avenue
tos Angeles, CA 90041

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell;

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition ta the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

Fearmongers such as Attorney General Ash¢roft are using terrarism in an attempt
to <ow the public into accepting draconian expansions of ¢ivil rights
infringements. This latest attempt is especially insidious as it seeks to
tamper with the infrastructure and very nature of the Internet——threatening its
invaluahle and irreplaceahle forum as a place of free speech for all.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I strongly urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the
Department of Justice that our new Internet communication technologies shauld
have built-in wiretapping. It is just plain wrong.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

David E. Rogers
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Michelle M. Kana

201 5th Ave N Unit D
Edmonds, WA 38020

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FC¢C chairman Powell:

As a caoncerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department af Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent aof the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key ta our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous sudgestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies shauld have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Michelle Michael Kono




E. Perrone

EST P. 1

4 Brandon Rd
Brewster, NY 10508

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, 0C 20554

FCcC Chairman Powell:

As @ concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not bhelieve this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the egquivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 11Ke phone <ompanies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even roque government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts te provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sudgestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

E.Perrone




Martha Gaonzalez "
2013 W, Cullerton
Chicago, IL 60608

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel)
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. tongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actvally build its systems argund
government savesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look thraugh,

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries For how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources l1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communicatians, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoar access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have buiit—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Martha Gonzalez




Fri 19 Mar 2uu4 1n 22.208 fT
Eric & Colleen Carlson

9 Duck Pond Ln.
Ramsey, NJ (07446

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

#As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositioh to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail., The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key te our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access aur personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have nat been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Eric and Colleen Carlson



Fri 19 Mar 2004 10:22.28 EST P.
Loretta Gr?1esp1e

2420 N. Kedzie Blvd. #1111
Chicago, It B0B47

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring a?ll
new homes be built with a peephale for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concarned that this requirement represents an end—run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e—-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal cammunications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestien of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Loretta Gillespie
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922 Kings Parkway
Baldwin, NY 11510

March 18, 2004

FCC Chajrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

A key concern of the founding fathers was that the rights of Americans be
protected, that aone be presumad innocent—and treated as such—unless there was
substantial evidence to justify doing otherwise. “"Building in" surveillance
capability implies that the Justice Department believes we all might be guilty
of something, so they ought to be able to spy on us easily. It was the intent
of the founding fathers to make it difficult for government to intrude on us.
let's not become a country like the former Soviet Union, where one can never
know if one is being watched.

Longstanding laws already require Internet Service Providers and Internet
telephone companies to allow the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going
far heyond tHese existing powers by trying to force the industry to actually
build its systems around government eavesdropping.

I am very concerned as well that this reguirement represents an end-run around
{ongress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ¢ollect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e—mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government s c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

P Rebec¢ca Maines
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Pete Pearliman

15130 Dickens
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is5 necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between scurces 1ike phone companies and data
saurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legistative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
eveh rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity faor hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearinag your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Pete Pearlman
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Robert Combs

1900 Belmont Ave. #714
Parsons, KS 67357

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Strest SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chalrman Powell:

#s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services bhe
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement 15 necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful bkalance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communicatiaons. the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sucgestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Robert Combs
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66-25 103rd st
Forest Hills, NY 11375

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositian to the
Department of Justice 5 request that all new Internet communication services be
required te have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not beljeve this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look thrauah,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
congress. tLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the lTegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves or
even rodue government agents  to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not bean successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppase the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Christie Robbins




ar

Nami:aénjamfﬁTWeinberg
7615 Circle Hill Drive
pakland, CA 94605

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a <oncerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
requited to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
goverhment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent aof the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <¢ommunications. the
governmant is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications.  Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologlies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ben Weinberg
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Dalaney

2450 E. Ocean View Ave,
Norfolk, WA 23518

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chafrman Powell:

As a <oncerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositinan to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
paowers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring al)l
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforte to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

1 Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

D.D. Delaney




